
CITY OF SEATTLE 
DEPART.HENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

• 
SHORELINE SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOP~illNT PERMIT APPLICATION NO. S~ffi 78-41 

Application by Robert Slater (Lynden Transport) for building addition 
for repair shop at 7100 Second Avenue S.l~., Seattle, NA. 

REPORT AND RECOM.NENDATION TO DIRECTOR, DEPARTMENT OF COMHUNITY DEVELOPHENT 

1. SUMr4ARY OF PROPOSED ACTION: 

This proposal is located immediately southeast of the First Avenue 
Bridge on the southern bank of the Duwamish Waterway. The property 
is developed with a barge loading facility at the northern part of 
the site, and a school bus servicing and pa..r ki1.1.g .fd.c:i.li "cy at the 
southern part of the site. In October 1977, a Seattle Shoreline 
Substantial Development Permit was granted to the applicant (SI>ffi 77-6 3: 
to construct paving and a storm drainage system on the site. This 
current application proposes to construct an add~tion (100' x 50' x 20' 
to an exixting garage. The building.addition will be used as a repair 
shop also. 

2. EXIS'l'ING CONDITIONS: 

a. Existing developm~nt. 

"The proposed site is in an area zoned General Industrial (IG) , 
at the northern part of one of the City's largest. industrial arc2.~:; . 
South Park. The site is beneath the 1st Avenue·Bridge, but is 
readily accessible through ramp connections and Nes:: Harginal v;ay. 
The area is developed primarily with various typ8s of manufactur­
ing and \vholesale businesses. Development across the Watenvay 
to the north and east of the site is also industrial. 

The subject site extends from the Duwa.mish River to 2nd Avenue, 
including the land beneath the bridge. At present, the southern 
portion of the site has ~hree htlildings, and is used for a school. 
bus maintenance and servicing center. Accessory parking has also 
been authorized in the SMA 77-63 permit. About 200 buses are 
serviced on a regular basis. 

The proposed site has a shoreline of about 900 lineal feet on 
the eastside, plus another 300 ft. on the south side. In June 
1978, the applicant obtained authorization from the Seattle Build­
ing Department to repair the existing bulkhead. As the area has 
long been'used for industrial purposes, there is minimal natural 
fauna and flora on site. 

3. DEPAR'e1ENTAL ANALYSIS: 

The subject shoreline is located within an area designated for an 
Urban Development {UD) Environment, which is intended for commercial 
and industrial uses consistent with the Shoreline I1anagement Act 
(Section ~1A.27). The current use of the site for a barge loading 
facility at the northern part, and a school bus servicing facility 
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at the south are in conformance with 'this intent. Both existing 
uses on site are permitted (see Table 3 of the Shoreline Master 
Program). The proposed building addition to the existing garage 
for increased space of the repair shop would also be consistent with 
the SMP provision (Section 21A.74). 

The requirement for public access·was exempt in the SMA 77-63 'permit, 
because of potential hazardous condition due to the frequent vehicula 
activities on site. This same situation would apply to the current 
proposal. The public access provision is, therefore, not required. 

The proposed bulk of the building addition· is consistent with Table 2 
of the SMP. There would be minimal view blockage as the proposed 
building is only 20 ft. high, and the view corridor provision is met. 
With regard.to proper disposal of oils, solvents and other chemicals 
which may be associated with the repair shop, the applicant would 
develop a drainage system with adequate catch basins, detention 
facilities and oil separators (see SMA 77-63 permit). 

4. ENVIRON1>1ENTAL FINDINGS: 

/,-:: / 5. 

In accord~nce with the State Environmental Policy Act, a Final Declar 
tion of Non-Significance was filed for this proposal on July 7, 1978. 
Th·e Municipality of Metropolitan Seattle commented that proper con­
trol of the "washof£" of the proposed facility should be implemented. 
We believe the drainage system provided in the Sl'1A 77-63 permit wou1.d 
be adequate. 

CONCLUSION AND RECOHMENDATION: 

Based on the a.bove analysis, we have determined that this proposal 
is in conformance '"lith the Seattle Shoreline Master Program and per­
tinent zoning ordinance sections. 'live recommend GRANTING a Shoreline 
Substantial Development Permit for work described in the SMA 78-41 
permit application and as sho\vn on the attached plans. 

Larry Schmeiser, Director 
Environmental Management Division 
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CITY OF SEATTLE 
PERI•tiT FOR SHCRELINE MANAGEMENT SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOPMENT 
SHORELINE MANAGEMENT ACT OF 1971 

NOTE - THIS PAGE FOR 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT USE 

ONLY . 

Type of action (check if appropriate) 

£a Substantial Development Permit 
CJ Conditional Use 
D Variance 

Application No. SMA 77-63 

Date received October 5, 1977 

Approved _ __..xF.Wx.wx....__~Deni ed~-----

Date March 28, 1978 

PURSUANT TO CHAPTER 90.58 RCW, A PERMIT IS HEREBY GRANTED·TO 

Owner: ____ ~L~y~n~d~e~n~T~r~a~n~s~p~o~r~t~-----------------------------------------

. Address: 5701 w. Marginal Way s.w., Seattle, WA 98106 

App1 i cant: Robert w. Slater % General Realty Inc. 

Address:· 1818 Westlake Avenue North, Seattle, WA 98109 
. To install asphalt paving per plan (about 6 

TO UNDERTAKE THE FOLLOWING DEVELOPMENT acres), to install storm drainage s stem 
be specific -

with catch basins and manholes, to install asphalt extruded curb at about elevation 7 
along the northeasterly bank of the Duwamish River, and to construct an outfall 
(18" pipe) with 3 cu. yds. of rip-rap protection at 1:1 slope per plan. Subject 
site would be use4 for a school bus servicing and maintenance center with accessory 
parking. Principal use parking is not authorized by this permit within 200 feet 
of the water. 

UPON THE FOLLOWING PROPERTY _____ 7_l_OO 2nd Avenue s.w., Seattle 
(street addtess) 

SEATTLE, KING COUNTY, WASHINGTON. 

THE PROJECT WILL.__,~B,_.E--,-.,__,._ WITHIN SHORELINES OF STATEWIDE SIGNIFICANCE 
(be/not be) 

(RCW 90. 58.030). THE PROJECT \HLL BE LOCATED WITH IN _u_r-r-b_a_n-:-D_e_v __ e_l-:-orpm_e_n_t __ 
(environment) 

DESIGNATION. THE FOLLOWING l'1ASTER PROGfll\lvt PROVISIONS ARE APPLICABLE TO THIS 

DEVELOPMENT 21A.27, .38:c., ·• 74, .86 and Table 3 
(state the master program sect·ion_s_o_r_p-ag_e_n-um-.b_e_r_s~) --------

PAGE 1 of 2 
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PERMIT FOR SHORELINE( ~GEMENT SUBSl ANTIAL DEVELOPMf e . . . 

DEVELOPMENT PURSUANT TO THIS PERMIT SHALL BE UNDERTAKEN PURSUANT TO THE 
FOLLOWING TERMS AND CONDITIONS: ' 

NONE 

This permit is granted pursuant to the Shoreline Management Act of 1971 
and nothing in this permit shall excuse the applicant from compliance with any 
other federal, state, or local statutes~ ordinances or reg·ula·;··'· ': applicable 
to this project, but not inconsistent with the Shoreline Manv.f):..;i;;•;:nt Act (Chap­
ter 90.58 RCW). 

· This permit may be rescinded pursuant to RCW 90.58.140(7) in the event the 
pe.rmi tee fai 1 s to comply with the terms or conditions hereof. 

CONSTRUCTION PURSUANT TO THIS PERMIT WILL NOT BEGIN OR IS NOT AUTHORIZED 
UNTIL THIRTY (30) DAYS FROM THE DATE OF FILING THE FINAL ORDER OF THE CITY OF 
SEATTLE WITH THE REGIONAL OFFICE OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ECOLOGY, OR UNTIL ALL 
REVIEVJ PROCEEDINGS INITIATED WITHIN THIRTY DAYS FROM THE DATE OF FILING HAVE 
BEEN TERMINATED. 

Authorized by; {)JC~ Date March 28, 1978 
---,::,.....--::-----.,.-._...; 

Director, Departmen f Community Development 

· Issued by: ... ,., 

--------------~~:_J~_-_:: ___ :7~---------------------------------------
THIS SECTION FOR DEPART~8lT OF ECOLOGY USE ONLY IN REGARD TO A SUBSTANTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT WITH A CONDITIONAL USE OR VARIANCE. 

Date received by Department of Ecology--------------

Approved -------------.:Denied·----------:------

THIS SUBSTANTIAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT lHTH CONDITIONAL USE/VARIANCE IS. APPROVED 
BY THE DEPA-RH1ENT OF ECOLOGY PURSUANT TO CHAPTER ·go·. 58 RCW. DEVELOPMENT SHALL BE 
UNDERTAKEN PURSUANT TO THE FOLLOIHNG TERf4S AND CONDITIONS: 

(Date) (Signature of authorized Department of 
Ecology Official) 
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CITY OF SEATTLE 
DEPARTfvf.ENT OF CO~lUNITY DEVELOPJ\1ENT 
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT DIVISION 

SHORELINE SUBSTM~TIAL DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICATION NO. SMA 77-63 

Application by Robert W. Slater for Lynden Transport, to install paving, 
storm drainage system and outfall for a school bus maintenance and 
servicing facility, at 7100 2nd Avenue s.w., Seattle, WA. 

REPORT AND RECOl·1MENDATION TO DIRECTOR, DEPARn1ENT OF COt1r1UNITY DEVELOPMENT 

1. SUMMARY OF PROPOSED ACTION: 

This proposal is located immediately southeast of the First Avenue 
Bridge on the western bank of the Duwarnish Waten;ay. The entire 
site is over 6 acres, extending from the Duwamish Waterway to 2nd 
Avenue S.W., and includes the area beneath the bridge right-of-way 
which is leased from the State Highway Department. The applicant 
proposes to improve the entire site for a parge loading facility 
(now occupying the northeastern portion of the site) , and a school 
bus maintenance and servicing facility. Specifically, this proposal 

.includes: 

1. Installation of asphalt paving on the entire site; 

2. Installation of a storm drainage system with catch basins 
and manholes per plan; 

3. Installation of an asphalt extruded curb at about elevation 
7 along the northeasterly bank of the river for security 
purposes; and 

4. Con~truction of an outfall (18" pipe) at the eastern shore­
line, with 3 cubic yards of rip-rap protection at 1:1 slope 
per plan. 

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS: 

a. Existing development. 

The proposed site is within an area zoned for deneral Industrial 
(IG), at the northern part of one of the City's largest industrial 
area, South Park. The site is beneath the 1st Avenue Bridge, but 
is readily accessible through ramp connections and ~vest Marginal 
Way. The existing development of the area include various types 
of manufacutring and wholesaling industries. However, a small 
pocket of residences (less than 15 houses) still remain among 
this industrial setting. These residences are in delapidated 
condition. Development across the Waterway to the north and east 
of the site is also industrial. 

The !:. :-ject site extends from the waterfront to 2nd Avenue, in-
clue the land beneath the bridge. The land is relatively 
leve l, but is not paved. The northeastern corner {about 1 
acre; tas been used as a staging area for a barge loading facility 

. ., 



"'SMA 77-63 - Page t e 
with a loading ramp on the shoreline. The southern portion of 
the site was occupied by a ready-mix concrete plant until about 
one year ago. At present, this southern portion of the site 
and the existing buildings are used for a school bus maintenance 
and servicing center, plus accessory parking. There are two 
garages (about 80' x 40' and 100' x 40'), one office building 
(about 65' x 30') and gas pumps on site. About 200 buses are 
serviced on a regulat basis, with both major and minor repairs 
conducted within these buildings. 

b. Natural setting. 

The proposed site has a shoreline of about 900 lineal feet on 
the east side, plus another 300 feet on the south side because 
of a slough of the Duwarnish. The waterfront has broken rip-rap 
in poor condition. As the area has long been used for industrial 
uses, there is minimal natural fauna and flora on site. The 
Duwamish system, however, is a part of a major migration route 
for anadromous fishes including chinook sa1mon and steelhead 
trout. The subject site, nevertheless, does not appear to be a 
critical feeding and resting area for waterfowl and shorebirds. 

3. DEPARTMENTAL ANALYSIS: 

The subject shoreline ·is located within an area ·designated for an 
Urban Development (UD) Environment, which is .intended for commercial 
and ind~strial uses·consistent with the Shoreline Management Act 
(Section 21A.27). The proposed uses of the subject site for a 
barge loading facility at the north and a school bus servicing and 
maintenance facility at the south are in general conformancd with 
this intent. The former facility, being a water-dependent use, is 
permitted (see Table 3 of the SMP}. The school bus servicing facili­
ty would provide regular fueling, repair and maintenance services. 
The types of work performed every 10 days include checking for damage, 
exhaust problems, upholstery vandalism, lights, etc. Every 30 days 
or 3,000 miles, the buses are lubed with oil and filter change. 
They also receive further preventative maintenance checks to ensure· 
safety of passengers. All repair work would be performed within the 
.existing garage buildings. As such, the proposed use is essentially 
a maintenance facility with accessory parking. The area within 
200 ft. from the water \'IOuld only be used for vehiqular access and 
manuevering, when the school buses are brought in for servicing. 
The proposed facility, therefore, does not conflict with the intent 
of the UD Environment designation for the area (see Table 3 and 
Section 21A.74). 

The requirement for public access provisions would not be applicable 
to.this proposal. Section 21A.38.c~ specifies that public access 
shall not be required where unavoidable hazards to the public in 
gaining access exist, where inherent security requirements of the use 
cannot be satisfied, and where unavoidable interference with the use 
would occur. The proposed .school bus. servicing facility with its in-

. herent vehicular activities on a daily basis would constitute inappro­
priate conditions for any public access or viewpoint development. 

. -

The proposed asphalt pavement would provide a definite improvement 
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to the existing site condition, reducing dust and noise. The pro­
posed curb along the snoreline would be a safety' feature for the 
vehicular activities on site. It would also prevent runoff from 
entering the Duwamish Waterway directly. The storm drainage system 
is designed to include catch basins, retention facilities and oil 
separators'to minimize effects of effluents on the outfall water. 
The State Department of Game and Seattle/King County Department of 
Public Health have both indicated their concerns on the potential 
impact of the runoff on water quality of the Duwamish. However, 
both agencies concurred that the provision of retention facilities 
and oil interceptors would provide reasonably adequate control on 
this potential drainage problem. The proposed outfall would also 
meet the requirement of Section 21A.86 of the SMP. The City's 
·comprehensive Plan indicates the proposed area as most appropriate 

, for industrial uses. This proposal would be consistent with this 
plan intent and existing zoning. 

4. S.E.P.A. 

In accordance with the State Environmental Policy Act, a Proposed 
Declaration of Non-Significance was filed for this proposal on 
December 8, 1977. One response was received from the State Depart­
ment of Game on December 30, 1977, expressing the concern about pre­
venting further water quality degradation to the Duwamish. However, 
the comments concluded that no significant detrimental impact is 
anticipated. A Final Declaration of Non-Significance was filed on 
January 6, 1978 (copy attached). 

5. COMMUNITY CONCERN: 

A letter of support was received from the Public Professional and 
Office-Clerical Employees and Drivers ~ocal Union No. 763, dated 
March 7, 1978, urging the Department to approve the subject permit 
application. It was cited that the existing lot surface has created 
an undesirable, unsafe and unhealthy working environment. Our tele­
phone contact with the State Highway Department also indicated that 
the proposal would result in an enhancement-~of the subject property. 

6. CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATION: 

Based on the above analysis, we have determined that this proposal 
is in conformance with the Seattle Shoreline Master Program and per~ 
tinent·Zoning Ordinance. We recommend granting of a Shoreline Sub­
stantial Development Permit for work described in the SMA 77-63 
permit application and as shown on the attached plans. 

RFH:HI:dz 



.. 
# 

City of Seattle 
Application for Shorelin11 Substantial Development Permit 
Part I R E C E I V E D 

OCT 1 0 1977 

CommunitY. Development 

1. Date 2. Treasurer's 3. Kroll Map No. 4. Zoning 5. Shoreline 

Application No. 

7?- (,) 

0 Conditional Use 
0 Variance 
OP.U.D. 

Received Receipt No. 70€ Environment 6. ~~;~~~~~t~ ~~ 

Oc..T. 5 I Je;1] lo~O IIW IG ~D 
Denied 
Appealed 

7. Name and full mailing address of applicant: 8. Telephone: ~ L2. ·1 j·;r.. 

~9b<.f'C. tv· -::~~,t~r ( (Jj.:IIT t-or L~:jf'dtn lr·L\f,~pc.-r) 
C:./0 9Cn<U"c-.J l\.:..c..1.1~1 J:.".:, . 
~~ ic-) ~~-·,ric.~,(·· fh•,· rl., :~c:'tJ-lllc. Lt't) 'j·:.,o·; 

I 

9. 'Relationship of applicant to property 

Owner Lessee Contract Purchaser -------
Other (explain:) -J,,.; '··. 

-------
I .. 

(1?. )v..') 

.'•bLJ2t0- .. ·f Hw;.· 

10. Name of owner (if other than applicant) 

lL1 n.:-lcn Tn-.n.~.J>ori 
Audress ~ 

: t ~.' I.AJ J-·IC\,.)tJ·~n"-'.. 
·.0 .... " I ( I<.. . '11 .. ~ \.; . ) 

u.-'~ :; . (A.) 

·-)<.;, /()(.· 

11. General location of proposed project by street address (confirm property address from Buildang Department 
prior to publishing and posting notice). 

71 6 . r1d , v .l. l~vc:. .:;.~u 

.J..:.:..nk wn ;:) J'-lv 
I , 

12. Legal description of property 

vt'~ Lh-.. u~<nj C ;.;•i''>< .J(.,") 

13. Name of adjacent water area or wetlands 

O\..u~j(\i'rll')i1 Wc,fJrw,, j 

14. Describe current use of the property and existing improvements. 

15. Describe proposed development or construction and proposed use of property. 

?C\v;fl~ .,... ~tcrrn ,,r~c.lllG\.J.:. 

At.. .... e!>::.or:.J ?._,,-;...; 'j 

,..J 



16. Attach project diagrams which show the location and character of the proposed development {sec checklist and 
sample drawings). 

11. List other permits for which you have applied or will apply (include name of agency, date of application, No. of 
application, disposition): 

11< ri~~, ti I?> \ n ll.Jcd.or~\Jc-,'-j'J ) '-1 /2? J 7 7 D "(>lH"'.!fnen1 o+ tlrmj ; j>~rm.t:. tc~~­
c.;tj c{ ~·o..t/1-t:.. '

1 
"C~tu.tdin5 ?~rmit (ro ot:. fill..:-J ,,,,r c..~ -5v~~~ +~.t7~,,~-dcti~-\ 

18. ·Dates of publication: 
Local paper 7 

~~--~~----------------------------------
Daily Journal of Commerce ---'''""'~'.,..i.~.l.~..i.,. .. ...~.-~-L.-------------

Dates t-'·i!i(!-;and 
• t 

tolt 7 (7 ; 
\ 

'( 

19. Indicate the total cost or fair market value of the development and/or construction, whichever is greater: S "::/_Ot)>co~. ~ 

Form to be notarized. 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
ss. 

COUNTY OF KING 

, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: 
That I am the above named applicant for a permit to construct a substantial development pursuant to the Shoreline 
Management Act of 1971 and Article 21A of Ordinance No. 86300, and hereby st.:te that the foregoing statements, 
answers, and information are, in all respects, true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Signature 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this !:/- day of -..~CJ ...... ~~IO::::loa..'c<:s_. __ _,_ ____________ _ 

(NOTARY SEAL) 

·' 

·. 
·. 

-.......... . 



.,-~---

.... 

{ 
N 

I 

GRAOE 

1a" 

ELEVATION 

.. 
z 
0 .. 

FROM SEATTLE NAVIGATION CHART 

VICINITY MAP 
1000 0 1000 2000 ~000 4 000 
~~ 

. SCALE 
-- ..... _ .. 

YAROS 

"" ,.,;,,.., p;"....,. .,, E """'''"';;< "\ 
I'URPOS£> 'Pt~~~:.e.. :~r'IC.C:c. DN..IY'G~~ \ ~U' 
DATUM: MLt.W-;. 0.01 

r . . 

ADJACENT PROPEIITT O·NNERS< 

<D CJTT OF SEAtft.£. 

<6) JAMES lol, At!O ALICE H. HAMMOfl~ 

(j) GECIH>E L. rlON.Mtt ANO At.FR£0 Ill, "AC•IECQ 

D>CATCti !IASIN 

0' "'At! HOI.£ 

PLAN 

RECEIVED 

OCT 1 0 1977 

Community Development 

0 s' 10
1 

400' 

FELT 

l 

~ MLLW "0,·0'-

l 

1''""'1>0 ~ ~ R•r.~•l) • ~1erll'\ "'Dra.n· Owl f .. II 
IN OIJWMAt::.ti'. 

WAl (I<WAY 

AT S~a1Tic.. 

COUNTT OF KING 

• API'I.ICA TION 8T R08EIH W. SLATER 

SHEET 



GRADE 

18
11 

re 

0 
L 
SCALE 

RECEIVED 

·ocr 1 o 1977 

CommunitY. Development 

OUTFALL I 

ELEV.-0.12 

FEET 

-+---+-...1-.~MH~W- L2d 
---------------------------------------------~~ I NOTE: 3 CUBIC 

ELEVATION VIEW 

FROM - SEATTLE NAVIGATION CHART 

VIC.INITY MAP 
1000 

SCAI.£ 

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 

PURPOSE: STOHt.l OAAIIIIAGE a 
I Pf'iiVA T E: USE) 

OA Tut.t: CITY Of SEA TTL£ 

AOJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS• 

CD CITY OF SEATTLE. 

® JAMES M. AIIIO A\. ICE H. HAMMONS 

Q) GEOR<;E t... ROIIIA!'tl ANO At..FREO r.l. PACHE'.C• 

O•CATCH BASIIII 
O:lotAIIIHOLE 

PLAN 

YAROS RIPRAP' RIPRAP 
PLACEO BY (6' WIO@_ 
TRUCK ~ 

0 

NATURAL 
GROUND 

SCALE 

COUIIITY OF KING 

200' 400' 

FEET 

i MLLW -1?.~ -

(g) 
STATE Will. 

APPt..ICATIOIII BY ROBERT 'If. SLATER 

SHEET I OF I DATE 9· 19· 77 



. AFFIC'A ~ OF 
STATE OF WASHINGTON,} 

COUNTY OF KING ss . 

. . . . . . Mary .Katica. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . being first duly sworn on oath deposes and says: I am 
and at all times herein mentioned have been the ...... Cradif Se.c.retary ......... of the Seattle 
Post-Intelligencer. The S eat t I e Post-Intelligencer is, and for more than six months prior to the 
first date of publication herein~fter referred to, it has been a legal newspaper continually pub­
lished daily in the English language in Seattle, King County, Washington, and now is and at all 
said times has been a newspaper of general circulation in said 
city, county and state. It is and at all of said times it was printed 
in whole or in part in an office maintained at the place of publica-
tion in the city aforesaid. 

Seattle Post·lntellipacao 
The annexed is a true copy of a notice which was published .Oct. 18, 1977 D11 · 

in regular and entire issues of the Seattle Post-Intelligencer (and - S ::.:_~. '_'''~ . 
not in a supplement thereof) ... ~9. . . . . . . . . . times, to-wit, once 752-l.egaJ Notices .~ ',-r::~ 
each .. p_qx . . . . . . . . . . . for a period of two . . - -itf.,{s{,trfri/i- Ncr;/.5!&~N~.:.ldftJ~:.PR -

do s • th II th d f suBsTANTIA~ oeveLOPMENT ......... Y .............. commencmg on e · · · · · · · · · · ay 0 NOTICE 1s ~~~'lav GIVEN 

................... O~tql;>~r .... , 1977 ..... , and ending on the io':AIV:"T~;,,:!~W ~ 
owner Of ~~art and lessee Of Nrt ...... !e·.~b. day of .............. .o~_tQI;>!=lr .... 197.7 ....... , f.wn':":~~~~~f~= 

both dates inclusive. The said newspaper was regularly published rsa~~·1 No.~~rlmr;t ~! 
d d. 'b d · b 'be d · 11 f th 'd · d strucllonordeveOPmentot~~av-an tstrt ute to tts su scrt rs urmg a o e sat per10 . l~a~.,~'i: 2:Crl~dr~ 

the Clth af seattle, Kl1111 c-tv • 

. · , .· --- ·• 1/ CZ-C{. {' ~ waterway .and-ori lis ~ 
.. -.. _ --~--·· · ~-,__/ · :~~o~~~r:~~ls~~ 

• , · ··•-• • 
1 

• • " ' • •• " _" " • • " " " • • " " " • • • A":ft~?;g;. InfOrmation, leQaf de-s b ··b d d · ... b c ..A ' · 2Ct1.. scription, etc •• may be abhllned u sen e an sworn erore m~. lS ...... ~ .11............. bv contactine the o~ of 
· b · · 77 Community DevelOPment, 203 d f . . •. Octo er~· . z: Arctic Building, ~ ~ ay 0 . , •.•••• , :·~·· •• ;, ,.;.,.;. ., . • • • Street, StaHle, WaSIIonvton 911 

' ,.,,_, •:·,_, ~ (Phone:~). Any~ 
·. · '·· --~ ·. • •• r.P~ ~ dftirillll to exlll'tss his views or 

Notary Publici: .~·d·(::~~~· ~~~~~ ~;wa::~n: ~~,;~i~g· at~.~~;.:~.~...... . ~~~~~s~!~!, 
Form #52 his Interest within thlrtv daYI of 

the last date af PUbllcatlen af 
· this notice. Publication dales of 

this notice are October 11 and 
October 17, 19n. Written com­
ments · must be received lw 30 
davs after last date of Plllllica­
llon. 

5 
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4967-M 

i Shoreline Development 
Application 

Notice of Application for 
Shoreline Management 

Substantial Development 
Permit 

Notice Is hereby given that 
Robert W. Slater (Agent tor Lyn· 
den Transport) who Is Owner ot 
Part and I.essee of Part ot the 
property described below bas 
tiled an application tor a. sub· 
s t a. n t I a. I development permit 
(SMA #77·63) tor the construc· 
tlon or development ot Paving 
and Storm Water Drainage loeat· 
ed a.t 7100 2nd Ave. S. W .• In the 
City ot Seattle, KinA' County, 
Washington. Said Development Is 
proposed to be within Duwamlsh 
W11.terway and/or Its associated 
wetlands. 

Additional Information. legal 
description. etc .. may be obtained 
by contaetlng the Department ot 
CommunIty Development, 203 
Arctic B u I I d I n g, 305 Cherr:v 
Street. Seattle. Wat~hlngton 98104 
(Phone: 525·4533). Any person 
desiring to expre11s his views or 
to be notltiPd of the action taken 
on thIs !!.pPIIclltfon .. hould notlty 
the Department ot Community 
Development In writing ot his In· 
terest within thirty days ot ·the 
last date ot publication ot this 
notice. Publication date ot this 
notice Ia October 11, 1977. Writ­
ten comments mu11t be received 
by November 17, 1977. ( 49i7•M) 

. " . 

.. 
.. , 

(-

AHidavit of Publication 

STATE OF WASHINGTON 
KING COUNTY-SS. 

'i71-JI.f7 

The undersigned, on oath states that he is an 
authorized representative of The Daily Journal of Commerce, 
a daily newspaper, which newspaper is a legal newspaper 
of general circulation and it is now and has been for more 
than six months prior to the date of publication hereinafter 
refered to, published in the English language continuously 
as a daily newspaper in Seattle, King County, Washington, 
and it is now and during all of said time was printed in an 
office maintained at the aforesaid place of publication of 
this newspaper. The Daily Journal of Commerce was on the 
12th day of June, 1941, approved as a legal newspaper by 
the Superior Court of King County. 

The notice in the exact form annexed, was published in _ 
regular issues of The Daily Journal of Commerce, which was 
regularly distributed to its subscribers during the below 

stated period. The annexed notice, a ··········--------········--···-········· 
____ _llo.t.ic.e .. .s:tf ... S.ho.r.e.l.iul! ... P.e.T.Jll.i.t ...................... -.. . 

--------··-··-······-······-······················-·····-·······························--·· 
was published on ... Q~.t-~.P..~.! ... ll.t. .... l.?..?..?.. ............................... . 
-----------·-·····-····-··-······-···-····-··--·····-·····-·-··-···· 

----·-··-···-··--·-""--···--·-······-··········-····--··· .......... _ ........ _ .. __ .. 

--··~~·-·····--··-·--
Subscribed and sworn to before me on 

Octoh~r 11, 1977 
--------~J---·-=-··-·------:~z·-----···········------

---------k-6:.:..~.r./.t-; ... ~-~---~-'2.~~---·------· 
Notary Public tor Lhe State of Wa.hinarton, 

reatdtll&' ua SMttie. 



i .. ·~·l •. JiK I! 

PEHMIT -- --·- --.. -~--
One !Ct of ori<Jin<tl urawin<J5 and two copoes which ~how the location and character of the ;;roposcd activity must be 
attached to this application I sec samplu drawings and checklist). 

1. Application number (To be assiyncd by Corps). 2. Date. 3. For official use only. 

4. Name and address of applicant. 

Rr:-1:.~r1· w. ~l,,i.::,.. 
1!/o g.:t~eru.l t{l'cd l1.!J T.nc... 
11;1(; ~..:·.,fl£d·,.:. 1:1,•.::. i-..1· 

/'/ ,; 11 --·---1--.--
Duy Mo. Yr. 

RECEIVED 

OCT 10 1977 
Se~\111<.. 1 wtl· '1'iSI0'1 

Commumty Development 

Telephone number iZ'l-~::...J!.U_v __ Social Sec uri tv No. _rd.J :_t_(!__::_::}_ :;5_C:_ ____ _ 

5. N.ame, address, and title of applicant's authorized agent for permit application coordinauon. 

t1 C1r:, rc.d 
7. C' · ?.u:r( 

r1":.>-::l''c.ic.t.•:J 1 :Ct\c, • 

'-}?tp () 

131'} D.ex.f'i.·r Iiili!· N· 
:!JecdtJ.e. tvA '1 'iJJo ·J 

Attn: Dale. 11. Le Mr.td:t.r, P.c. · 
Telrphonc Number (.J<'>?_: H~?;;·----·------

6. Describe the proposed activity, its purpose and intended usc, including a description of the type of structures. if any 
to be erected on fills, or pile or float-suppo• ted platforms, and the type, composition and quantity of materials to be 
discharged or dumped and means of conveyance. 

(1 url':;1·nlc.i,·.,f\ of ~1().~m Dr "''n"')e. .)(.1~ Fun 

S.•?J. t!F:-5· <!.>Jorrn hJo.i..t.r f:IO£\J· l><~:;s.·J c11 

7. Proposed usc. 
Private Public 0 Commercial 0 Other 0 (Explain in remarks! 

8. Name and addresses of adjoining property owners whose property also adjoim the waterway. 

(J) (!,·t:J of ~t?o.tr/.(. 

~ JGun~:; M. Horil{non!> + ''I' VI Jc.G /-'\. il"nuo.: 11) - 'I;; 4 <'> 1 /)..,:.'flvi! . 
.::, <.,.,·JnG.} w n . 

(~ d-ecr.,e L · Bv· n,.,~, ·~ 1.\l,...r"J '-'1 11 1 • ;:.) _, ,.. Jl I', c 1 , . ,\l. ).; "i) , 

9. Location where pro~loscd activitY e>.ists or will occur. 
£'lz.. !. D 

32.0 
' .. ) 

~· 

Sec. _..;:..:fz.-t.:l.f-- .. - Twp •. __ <-1"1/{_ ---- Rge __ _ ,<-/.{:._ __ -·. ----- (Where applicable! 

____ (.li.JL ------· __ _i'~t.O:\.. ... ----
s •• ,. -../ Countv 

(IZP ll45-2·1) 



~-

11. Oat~ activity is proposed to commence.----------------------------------

Date actrvity is expected to be comrlletcd. -· 

12. Is any portion of the activity lor which auth('lrization is sought now complete? Yes 0 Not;, 
II answer is "Yes" give reasons in the remarks s~.;ction. Month ~nd yr:<~r the activity 
w;os cornplr:ted --·· ·- _____ --· --·- ____ ·_· _. lndicatP. the exir.tin;J work on the drJwings. 

13. List ~II <Jpprovar·s or ccrtilic;Jtions required by other Federal, intcrst;,tc, stute or local a!Jencit's for any structures, 
con~uuction, discharges, dep<Y-its or other activities described in this application. 

Issuing Agency Type Approval 
') .,, . 
VJHI,_• if'). 

ldontific:~tion No. Date of Application Date of Approval 

Co ; h) d .:).;·u Ill v 
J-~>nur1 

14. Has any agency denied approval for the activity described herein or for uny activity directly related to the activity 

described herein? Yes 0 No El, (If "Yes" explain in remarks) 

15. Remarks (sec paragraph 3 of Permits Pamphlet for additional information required for cert~in activities). 

16. Application is hercj)y made for a !JCrrnit or permits to authorize the activities described herein. I certify that I am 
f;:miliar with the information containud in this il!Jplication, and that to the best of my knowledge and belief such 
information is true, complete, and accurate. I further certify that I possess the authority tO undertake the proposed 
activities. ,. <:___; //) 1£:L;-

-~~---------
Signature of Applic<~nt 

18 U.S.C. Srction 1001 provides that: Whoever, in any manner within the jurisdiction of any department or 
agency of the Unitl!d St•lii!S knowlingly and willfully falsifif's, conceals, or covers up by ar>y trick, scheme. or device 
a m;rtcrial fact or makes any f;tlse, fictitious or frautlulcnt statements or represcnt<ltions or makes or uses any false 
writing or document knowin!J same to cont;,in any fulse fictitious or fraudulent statement or entry, shall be fined not 
more than $10,000 or imprisioned not more than five years, or both. 

The application must be ~igned by the fll!rson who desires to umlnrt<~kr. the r>roposcd activity; however, the opplication 
may be r<i!Jncd by a duly authorized agent if accompanied by a statement hy that person designating the agent and 
agrcein!) to furnish upon request, supplemental information in Slll)flnrt of the apt)licalion. 

If the activity includ!!S the discharge of drctl!)(!d or fill matcrii!l in n;~vigable waters or the transportation of dredged 
material for the rurr)o~c of dt·mping it in ocean waters, the applic<~tion must uc accompani•:d by a fcc of S tOO lor 
quantities exceeding 2500 cubic yards a••u SlO for 4uantitics of /500 cubic yards or l.css. Federal, State and local 
yovemrnents arc cxclutlcd from this rcr~t•irt'tncnt. 

R-2 

0·2 



' . e 
FINAL DECLARATION OF NON-SIGNIFICANCE 

(Proposed/Final)------ ------,-5-i-gn __ i_f~-·c_a_n_c_e_/~N-o_n ___ s_i __ g_n_i--f-i-ca_n_c_e_)~-----

Proponent Robart Slater, General Realty, Inc. (Agent for Lynden Transport) SMA 77-6:, 

Location of Proposal 
------------------------------------------------------------------

7100 2nd Ave. s·.~v., Seattle, WA 98106 

Lead Agency ___ s_e_a_t_t_l_e __ D_e_p_a_r_tm __ e_n_t __ o __ f_c_o_mm __ ._u_n_i_t_y __ D_e_v_e_l_9_P_m_e_n_t __________________________ __ 

Title and Description of Proposal 

Application of Robert Slater (Agent for Lynden Transport) for a Seattle Shoreline Substantial 
Development Permit (SMA 77-63) for paving and installation of a storm drainage system and· 
outfall at 7100 2nd Ave. s.w. 

This proposal is located immediately southeast of the First Ave. Bridge on the southern bank 
of the Duwamish Waterway. The entire property is about 5 acres, approximately half of which 
is leased from the State Highways Dept. The property is now developed with a barge loading 
facility at the northern. part of the site, and a school bus servicing and parking facility 
at the southern part of the site. The area is now graded with gravel. There are also 2 
garages, 1 office building and gas pumps on site." The applicant proposes to (1) pave the 
southern part of the site (about 4 acres) occupied by the school bus maintenance and parking 
facility, (2) install a storm drainage system with.catch basins and manholes, and (3) install 
an outfall at the eastern shoreline per plan. 

The applicant also indicated that 204 buses would be parked at the proposed site. These buses 
would be checked for tire damage, exhaust problems, upholstery vandalism, lights, etc. every 
10 days. They would also be serviced with oil and filter change, and necessary fueling on a 
regular basis. The buses in good working condition would leave the site and return every 
school day. 

This Declaration of Non-Significance addresses to the environmental impacts of the proposal 
pursuant to the State Environmental Policy Act. It does not review its merits in terms of the 
Seattle Shoreline Master Program, which would be evaluated in a separate departmental report. 
This proposal would result in compaction, disruption and overcovering of the soil because of 
the asphalt paving, backfill around the catch basins, and construction of the sotrm sewer 
outfall. Minor change on the contour of the site. may also occur. Durin~ construction, 

~XX This proposal has been determined to not have a significant (SEE BACK) 
.EJ adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS"'.is not required 

0 
under RCW 31.21C.030(2)(c). 

This proposal has been determined to have a significant 
adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS is required 
under RCW 43.21C.030(2)(c). 

This determination was made after review by the responsible official on behalf 
of the lead agency of a completed environmental checklist and other information 
on file with the responsible department. 

The intent of this declaration is to satisfy the req~irements of the State 
Environmental Policy Act (RCW 43.21C), including the requirement to inform tl1e 
public of agency determinations.pursuant to SEPA. This document is not a permit, 
nor does it constitute a decision or recommendation to grant or deny a permit. 

ROBERT F. HINTZ 

Position/Title Director, Environmental }!anag4§;lllent 
---------------------------------------~~--------~--~~~--.~~~~~~----

Date ~ G,< /.Pf Signature --.:::......_,.~~t:.::!:::::..ie¥:-.L...f...!.~~~---=::;o-...;----
RFH :HI :dz ,.~ 



•. 

increas~ in air emission and noise level would also take place on a temporary basis. 
Because of the proposed paving, there would be an increase in runoff, but it would 
be routed to the storm drainage system, to be discharged into the Duwamish.River. 
The applicant would provide an asphalt curb along the river bank to stop water from 
entering water directly, and oil/water separaters would also be installed to minimize 
effects of effluents on the water quality. In terms of traffic and parking, the pro­
posal would generate an additional 204 buses on site. However, in view of the indus­
trial setting of the area, and its proxi~ity to the major arterials, no significant. 
detrimental i~pact is anticipated. 

Our telephone contact with the State Highways Dept. indicated that the agency is well 
aware of this proposal. A copy of this DNS is sent for referral. 

·A Proposed Declaration of Non-Significance was filed for this proposal on December 8, 
1977. One response was received from the State Department of Game on December 30, 
expressing the .concern about preventing further water quality degradation to the 
Duwamish River. However, the comments also indicated that the proposed catch basins,­
retention facilities and oil separaters would help to reduce this potential adverse 
impact on water quality. No significant detrimental impact is, therefore, anticipated. 



.• ·.· 
FORM A 

~-
(Proposed/Final) 

DECLARATION OF ------.N_o_N_-_s_IGN __ I_F_I_C_AN~C_E ____________ ~------
( Significance/Non-significance) 

PROPOSED 

Proponent Robert Slater, General Realty, Inc. (Agent for Lynden Transport) S~A 77-63 

Location of Proposal 7100 2nd Ave. s.w:,-seattle, WA 98106 

Lead Agency ____ s_e_a_t_t_l_e __ D_e_p_a_r_tm __ ~_n_t __ o_f ___ c_o_mm __ un __ i_t_y __ o_e_v_e_l_o_p_m_e_n __ t __________________________ __ 

Title and Description of Proposal 

Application of-Robert Slater (Agent for Lynden Transport) for a Seattle Shoreline Substantial 
Development Permit (SMA 77-63) for p~ving and installation of a storm drainage system and 
outfall at 7100 2nd Ave. S.W. 

This proposal is located immedia·tely southeast of the First Ave. Bridge on the southern bank 
of the Duwamish Waterway. The entire property is about 5 acres, approximately half of which 
is leased from the State Highways Dept. The property is now developed with a barge loading· 
facility at the northern p~rt or the site, and a school bus servicing and parking facility 
at the southern part of the site. The area is now graded with gravel. There are also 2 
garages, 1 office building and gas pumps on site. The applicant proposes to (1) pave the 
southern part of the site (about 4 acres) occupied by the school bus maintenance and parking 
facility, (2) install a storm drainage system with catch basins and manholes, and (3) install 
an outfall at the eastern shoreline per plan. 

The applicant also indicated that 204 buses would be parked at the proposed site. These buse~ 
would be checked for tire damage, exhaust problems, upholstery vandalism, lights, etc. every 
10 days. They would also be serviced with oil and filter change, and necessary fueling on a 
regular basis. The buses in good working condition would leave the site and return every schc 
day. 

This Declaration-of Non-Significance addresses to the environmental impacts of the proposal pt· 
suant to the State Environmental Policy Act. It does not review its merits in terms of the 
Seattle Shoreline Master Program, which would be evaluated in a separate departmental repo·ct. 
T~is proposal would result in compaction, disruption and overcovering of the soil because of t 
asphalt paving, backfill around the catch basins, and construction of the storm sewer outfall. 
Minor change on the contour of the site may also occur. During construction, increase in air 
emission and noise level would also take place on a temporary basis. Because of the proposed 

jXXXj This proposal has been determined to not hav.e. a significant (SEE BACK) 
L___l adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS~is not required 

0 
under RCW 31.21C.030(2)(c). 

This proposal has been determined to have a significant 
adverse impact upon the environment. An EIS is required 
under RCtf 43. 21C. 030(2) (c). 

This determination was made after review by the responsible official on behalf 
of the lead agency of a completed environmental checklist and other inforcation 
on file with the responsible department. 

The intent of this declaration is to satisfy the requirements of the State 
Environmental Policy Act (RCW 43.21C), including the requirement to inforc the 
public of agency determinations pursuant to SEPA. Th~s document is not a permit~ 
nor does it constitute a decision or recommendation to grant or deny a permit. 

Responsible Official . ROBERT F. HINTZ 
--------------------------------~--------~---------

Director, Environmental 

Date 

.RFH:HI:dz 
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~VIRONMENTAL.CHECKLIST FORM ~ 

I. BACKGROUND 

1. Name of Proponent: 

Rut>u·t II). ..5lCl t~r 

2. Address and Phone Number of Proponent: 

.RECEIVED 

· OCT l o 1977 

Community DevelOpment 

1!../o. tJ.z.nen~-1 I<~ c.£~ i :In<:.. (A3~,,r .for . l-.:J"'d"'' Trnn5pc;;;-t) 
1~11'5 LU-'~flo.h<!L. fJ&'ot N . 

.0Pt:title.. L-.) t) > 9 f3 IV 9 
. I 

3. Date Checklist Submitted: 

Dr..i" . · ~ t<17 1 

4. Agency Requiring Checklist: 
~4 S~fL·d P-trf· 

5. Name of Proposal, if applicable:· 

6. Nature and Brief ·Description of the Proposal .(including 
but not limited to tts size, general design elements, 
and other factors that will give an accurate under­
standing of its scope and nature): 

~/:~~{ 7' "~ ~f'f'lcV.;,~i~~ Ji: tL~:Y Ci·-n..L c~.- _ ·~to-vnv dta,t.·r~~ ~!J~r~ 
{::·,1j•"'~,..J fer c, cU!.<lh;...rzr crt ".rc•'-no?{ ~."17<1f:.:i .:;torrr, L\)c.tt'-<:.r 

t' .a Lu iJA:> <.oJ an e~.. 5 '-\·<: ;v- ...:l1 .., -~ '- • , ; _ , , . 
..J " ' ""1-~."" 11 C,j · t a r,..s~ C\.. J,..,:-o---.. ~v. 

~~~ {.. . ~ .3 ( ·..,(,..'~ ~ 
U " CT. ~f """'fJ f~ .. /~"" · 

7. Location of Proposal (describe the physical setting of 
the proposal, as well as the e~tent of the land area 
affected by any en vi ronmenta 1 impacts~ including any 
other information needed to give an accurate under­
standing of the environmental setting of the proposal): 

I.UrLII 5t~o.ct:d QlAr~"'~ jrom'd LVlrh pa.re-hn of c!ca.r-;<... _:jr~AWL 
/hi~ locc-~rio(l i~ <!.~Arrer'lrtj blin5 ~.~<d bU a.n ~cc:.e,,ur~ pll.rkin5 

t\re "- fc r- li\ ~:>o c. ,·o.T..z d 6c.\:;,.:: :> • 

F'ot'"f't~rl-' i'h<.. ~t'tc. ~vA~ " (!otl<:.("~t"- ba.tch pit:\n(. 

I' '-1 



8. Estimated Date of Completion of the Proposal: 
Lif'O~Ind .30 d.;:~.~s o.+t~r c,ppt'cl.'(l../ of G\pf)i:c.'lTiol1 

9. List of all Permits~ Licenses, or Government Approvals 
Required for the Proposal {federal, state, and local-­
including rezones): 
Arm~ Cvl·ps. ClT. c:~~sin~.z.r.s - P..u-m.·t fer rlc..riv,·rj in Wo..t-t,r..Vj 

<.!d~ cf 6-t~Aftl.<.. - b~\iJd;, ... J ?.trrn;t (far. pc-..l)inj) 

s ii.z. ~(/.- f~ {tv 4•----:r w" ... ~<::- . fh; 

10. Do you have any plans for future additions, expansion, 
or further activity related to or connected with this 
proposal? If yes, explain: 
!:)~~ - ~it-!- mG~..~ b<,. -eJ(i..tnJ.,d ro C\.lloc..'l) i-cr rn 01-~ po.rt\11'1~ 

11. Do you know of any plans by others which may·affect the 
property covered by your proposal? If yes, explain: 

no 

12. Attach any other application form that has been completed 
regarding the proposal; if none has been completed, but 
is expected to be filed at some future date, describe 
the nature of such application form: 

~~pr:. of Mrmj- P.tr-~··t ·for- 'i')~"tiv::j In LCc,t~;.- h.M.~ (tltTo..cJud) 

O·t:; cf ,;:,,..,~lti-.2..-Bu.u-Jin) f<rtn'T (/o be ·f-'ill.vci ott\.t e~.f .. :xn~ 

'rc..~ (, ,_e.;..v.. 
~~G·f s.J-::...,<.t-. cJ 

C..N.~ 1-wlr~ frv I &W· ;5' 
c:1-< 1-1~ r .t .. ..;.. t<~ · 

-flA.nv~ 

Qt;l.t"'<.,-) 



... · ..... · '·J.l. ENVIRONMENTAL m.r ~ 

(Explanations of all "yes" and "maybe" answers are required.) 
Yes t~aybe No 

(1) Earth. Will the proposal result in: -

(a) Unstable earth conditions or in 
changes in geologic substr:uctures? 

{b} Disruptions, displacements, com­
paction, or overcovering of the 
soil? ~ 

(c) Change in topography or ground 
surface relief, features? 

(d) The destruction, covering, or 
modification of any unique 
geologic or physical features? 

{e) Any increase in wind or water 
erosion of soils, either on or 
off the site? 

(f} Changes in'deposition or 
erosion of beach sands, or 
changes in siltation, deposi­
tion, or erosion which may 
modify the channel of a river 
or stream or the bed of the 
ocean or any bay, inlet or 
1 ake? · 

Explanation: I b) Cof(lpu.fit>n for Asfho.l{ R.uin~ . tJ <-vK..(ju., r.,..,,_,{.( a,.C.S... 

~ re.r~a._~ ~~ c,~-..rc.t.. ~:..... ·~f.~- !'~ 
Ct/>t;..qt;;-be~M- ,.._, ~ · 7l.z is...s~'-*:n... q ct....N·~ 
~ ()........<.. r~ £oin...e&\ ~ ...J u li c .. t....o..-c ,...._.._-..., 

Gl·,~.J.h.' ~<-'Ykj.!ct''o-; ~ .. cv~ ~e...·':( b Jo:...t. fkt-ev.~-.. 
~ S:~{~ ~-~-~~ /"YI!.-!7""" Vr'.J ~;.:jJ..:t::d. 

( 0 f .wpo ~ . p CW · ~-~ ~ .lVI.,; t..A-1:" i "' ,..,.....· ~"" ~ c:r-w 
c.~ ~ ·+(~ _s.,,J.... Cud-{;-U- c.."-ii(_ Ai.f ~ c..,..,_.,.+---:i-7/f"\. 

""V ~ vee,... ( 4 ( ~ I fA(;}tt. S--'1! '0 I ~~ .,..;/ 1.~~ ;"'.14 
( 2) Air. Will the proposa 1 resu 1t in: ,......, o...ef-'C:t,.)...,;.<. 

{a) Air emissions or deterioration 
of ambient air quality? 

{b) The creation of objectionable 
odors? 



.. 
(i) Reduction in the amount of water 

otherwise available for public 
water supplies? 

(b) Reduction of the numbers of 
any uni.que, rare- or endangered 
species of flora? 

(c) Introduction of new species of 
flora into an area, or in a 
barrier to the normal replen­
ishment of existing species? 

(d) Reduction in acreage of any 
agri cu 1 tura 1 crop?. 

Explanation: 
{~ p..-r;;~ s;~ ;" 
" ..... ....,,~ ~,.....:.. (}'<- s,; J.< . 

. 
1"'-

(5) Fauna. Will the proposal result in: 

(a) Changes in the diversity of 
species, or numbers of any 
species of fauna (birds~ land 
animals including reptiles, 
fish and shellfish, benthic 
organisms, insects, or micro-

· fauna)? 

(b) Reduction of the numbers of 
any unique, rare or endangered 
species of fauna? 

(c)· Introduction of new species of 
fauna into an area, or result 
in a barrier to the migration 
or movement of fauna? 

No 

)( 

X 

)( 

7 



. (d) Deterioration of existing 
wildlife habitat? 

Y~:.. 4tMaybe No -

Explanation: · 
~ ~·~,...) }f....C. Swb f!c,;t"' S1J< ~ ;...._ c........ /c-4~.--:sj--..:,._;;_ ~':!: .t...<r:l-t'-

... 

1~ j;l..l>.kf~....J. ta.t,...~ ol.... ,s.ek.; )£.;, ((l;..(r.-,~0-._ ·c;, 
·~ r)Nl(?-d "-rJ f..o-ve I"'-~ ~a- ~~ -#~. L/;w·<-...,. -{-....,_ . 

(6) Noise: Will the proposal increase v' 
ex1sting noise levels? /\ r1.) 

rr·v 
Explanation: 

~..,.,-~ · C l'wJ/-..t;.;f' ('.., 

Nh·~ pd. 
p/-tr-r / ~ t~ ~. c.:.--. 

(7) Light and Glare. Will the proposal 
produce new light or glare? 

Explanation: 

(8) Land Use. Will the proposal result 
in the alteration of the present or 
planned land use of an area? 

Explanation: I 
7 tv.;. r ""-~ r ...,.;r o).,J. " ·;,{ t:.rt""tv~ .{ / t.. (.;~ .&( Q..i(d).) .::;...... 8'-e.-o .(e....,:" j II~~ 
n a~·t. J.;j 1>-. """- , :;--(; ,!};: i• Jc . } /.z I "-"/1 • ""..t J • l< "' a vd c--<'.1> <'~ (/ 

fM z_,t tJ.u:f 1"f,1NV2-Iff 
1 

tv.;. (1A)'df..<..,.;( . )/~ W (1-R d_ /uX-- ~ ~ 
({l.d t~ p~.:att:..- ~J ..£~...,. ~. 

(9) Natural Resources. WillVthe pro-
posal result in: · 

(a) Increase in the rate of use 
of any natural resources? 

(b) Depletion of any nonrenewable 
natural resource? 

Explanation: 

(10) Risk of Upset. Does the proposal 
involve a risk of an explosion or 
the release of hazardous substances 
(including~ but not limited to 



oil, pesticides, chemicals or 
radiation} in the event of an 
accident or upset conditions? 

Explanation: 

(11) Population. Will the proposal 
alter the location, distribution, 
density, or growth rate of the 
human population of an area? 

Explanation: 

(12} Housing. Will the proposal affect 
existing housing, or create demand 
for additional housing? 

Explanation: 

(13) Transeortation/Circulation. 
Will the proposal result in: 

(a) Generation of additional 
vehicular movement? 

(b) Effects on existing parking 
facilities, or demand for 
new parking? 

{c) Impact upon existing trans· 
portation systems? 

(d) Alterations to present 
patterns of circulation or 
movement of people and/or 
goods? 

(e) Alterations to waterborne, 
rail, or air traffic? 

(f) Increase in traffic hazards 
to motor vehicles, bicyclists 
or pedestrians? 
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(a) 

(b) 

Fire protection? 

Police protection? 

{c) Schools? 

(d) Parks or other recreational 
facilities? 

(e) Maintenance of public facili­
ties, including roads? 

(f) Other governmental services? 

Explanation: 

(15) Energy. Will the proposal result in: 

(a} Use of substantial amounts of 
fuel or energy? 

{b) Demand upon existing sources 
or energy, or require the 
development of new sources of 
energy? 

'i 

", -
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(16) Utilities. Will the proposal result 
in a need for new systems, or altera­
tions to the following utilities: · 

{a) Power or natural gas? 

{b) Communications systems? 

{c) Water? 

/0 
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(d) Sewer or septic tanks? 

(e) Storm water drainage? 

(f) Solid waste and disposal? 

Explanation: 

Yes· ~e No 

" 
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(17) Human Health. Will the proposal 

result in the creation of any health 
hazard or potential health hazard 
(excluding mental health}? 

Explanation: 

(18} Aesthetics. Will the proposal result 
1n the obstruction of any scenic vista 
or view open to the public, or will 
the proposal result in the creation 
of an aesthetically offensive site 
open to public view? 

Explanation: 

(19} Recreation. Will the proposal result 
in an impact upon the quality or 
quantity of existing recreational 
opportunities? 

Explanation: 

(20) Arch eo 1 ogi ca 1 /Hi stori ca 1 • Will the 
proposal result in an alteration of 
a· significant archeological or 
historical site~ structure~ object 
or bu.i-lding? 

Explanation: 
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' ' " 
III. I. the under~ ted. state that to the best of ..• nowledge the 

above information is true and complete. It is understood that the 
lead agency may withdraw any declaration of non-significance that 
it might issue in reliance upon this checklist should there be any 
willful misrepresentation or willful lack of full disclosure on my. 
part. · 

Proponent:_..;..(~'~---(/L--~--· -=---
Date · '"'/ ~~ 1 .... .... • 1t..., / .' .. I 

5/19/76 
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